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This report presents' findings of a study designed to assess the feasibility of a 
regional educational laboratory for Hawaii and the Pacific islands. Problems 
considered include (1) assessment of interest in cooperation for research and 
development among agencies in the region. (2) collection of data on schools, cultural 
agencies, regional industries, and research and development* talents in the region; (3) 
consideration of alternatives to a regional educational laboratory; (4) assessment of 
the degree of commitment from possible cooperating agencies; (5) delineation of the 
proposed laboratory’s programs and functions as well as a proposal for the general 
organization of the laboratory; and (6) consideration of various models for legally 
joining in a regional educational laboratory. Results of the study inciate a high level of 
interest in such an undertaking and point out a definite need for cooperative effort 
in solving educational problems in the region. Research talents of the region were 
found sufficiently adequate to allow delineation of programs and functions and 
organizational planning for a Pacific Basin regional educational laboratory. (TT) 
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Director of Laboratories 
Division of Laboratories 
and Research Development 
U* S* Office of Education 
Washington, D. C. 20202 

Dear Hr* Gillis: 

Enclosed are copies of the final report of the Feasibility 
Study for a Regional Educational Laboratory in the Pacific 
Basin, OEC 4-7-016486-0193 and the copies of the ERIC 
Document Resume* A typed copy of the final report was 
forwarded to your office on December 2, 1966* A financial 
report will be supplied by the University at a later date* 

This report reflects the concerted efforts of educators and 
others representing the American schools in the pacific and 
Far East to develop a cooperative approach to the solution 
of mutual educational problems* 

We look forward to a favorable response to the desire and 
plan to develop a regional educational laboratory in the 
Pacific* The feasibility of such an enterprise has been 
indicated and expectations for support generated* 
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/s/ John A, Brownell 

John A* Brownell 
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The Research reported herein was performed pursuant to 
a contract with the Office of Education, U. S. Department 
o f Health, Education, and Welfare. Contractors under- 
taking such projects under Government sponsorship are 
encouraged to express freely their professional judg- 
ment in the conduct of the project. Points of view or 
opinions stated do not, therefore, necessarily represent 
official Office of Education position or policy. 
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Introduction 



Background of Study 

In October 1965, under P, L, 83-531 as amended by Title IV 
of P. L. 89-10, the University of Hawaii submitted a Prospectus 
for a Pacific Region Educational Laboratory for Research, Develop- 
ment, Demonstration, and Dissemination, The Education Research 
and Development Center (hereinafter EDRAD) of the College of Educa- 
tion of the University initiated the effort and developed the pros- 
pectus in behalf of the schools of the Pacific region. Exigencies 
of time and lack of funds limited involvement of Pacific region 
educators to those of Hawaii, Other Pacific educational agencies 
were consulted by mail and formally approved the effort. As a 
part of the review process a U,S.0«E. team conducted a site visit 
in December 1965, However, the proposed Pacific Region Educational 
Laboratory was not among those funded in early 1966, 

In May 1966, President Thomas Hamilton of the University 
received notification from the Research Advisory Council, which 
advised the Commissioner on the approval of laboratory planning, 
of its interest in continued attention to the possibilities of 
Pacific regional cooperation for the improvement of education. 

The Commission suggested that the University develop a proposal 
for a series of conferences and activities among Pacific region 
educational agencies to consider the development of a regional 
educational laboratory. 

The Commission's letter and subsequent consultations with 
U«S,0,E, officials raised fundamental questions about the previous 
effort: the extent of involvement of Pacific region educators, 

the degree of commitment of Pacific educational agencies to the 
proposed laboratory, the availability of the requisite scholarly, 
managerial, and technical personnel for the proposed programs, 
the definition and scope o. the programs envisioned, and the' 
amount of dissemination and implementation activity proposed. 

The Commission's suggestions for further efforts were acted 
upon by EDRAD, On June 17, 1966, a proposal for, 'Request for 
Developmental Funds Looking Toward the Provision of Educational 
Laboratory Facilities for the Pacific Region Defined in 'Pros- 
pectus for a Pacific Region Educational Laboratory for Research, 
Development > Demonstration, and Dissemination, *" was submitted to 
the U,S,0,E, This proposal was designed to contend with the 
questions raised. It called for a series of conferences and 
developmental activities among educational agencies in the Pacific, 



In the first week of August 1966, telephone communications 
with the Title IV Office of U.S.O.E# indicated that the June 17, 
1966, request by the University of Hawaii for a series of confer- 
ences and developmental activities for a Pacific Region Educational 
Laboratory could be supported, with certain necessary modifications. 
These modifications consisted in (IX stipulating the exploratory 
character of the study and the need to review several possible 
strategies open to Hawaii and Pacific educational agencies; an 
(2) removing budget categories on incorporation fees and overhead. 
On August 5, 1966, a letter modifying the original request was 
submitted* to the U.S.O.E. to confirm an agreement first stated by 
telephone. As agreed to in these conversations, activities out- 
lined in the study commenced immediately# 



On August 27th a cable was received authorizing expenditures 
up to $30,000 before September 20th# A contract was to follow. 
Copies of the contract arrived in Hawaii on October 5th and reached 
the Project Director on October 7th. Questions raised by t e 
President's and Comptroller's offices were satisfactorily answere 
by telephone conversations with the budget officer, Mr# JJ orr ® on £, 
on October 14th. The contract was then returned to the President s 
Office the same day, signed, and mailed. 

Problem of the Study 

The problem of this study was to assess the feasibility 
developing a Pacific region educational laboratory. The subs idxa y 
problems were to (1) assess the interest in cooperation for research 
and development among educational agencies in the region, ( ) 
gather relevant data on the schools, institutions of hig er e £ ca 
tion, the cultural agencies, and regional industries, and on e 
research and development talents in the region; (3) cons er 
several possible strategies for cooperation in addition to a re " 
gional educational laboratory; (4) ascertain the degree o comm 
ment from possible cooperating agencies; (5) identify reg ona 
problems susceptible to attack through educational researc , eve 
opment, dissemination programs; (6) delineate broadly, labora- 
tory programs and functions; (7) propose a general laboratory 
organization to carry out these programs and functions; an (o) 
explore various models for legally joining in a regional e uca- 
tional laboratory. 



Plan and Conduct of the Study 

Inasmuch as the activities of the feasibility study deviated 
markedly from a typical research project, it seems wise to present 
a brief overview of the stages of the study. This overview is 
followed by a detailed narrative account of the stages. 
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1, August 7 -September 12 

Consultation with educational and governmental 
officials in Samoa, Guam, and the Trust Terri- 
tory with officials in Department of Defense 
Dependents' Schools in Japan, Okinawa, Taiwan, 
and the Philippines; independent American 
schools in Japan and Taiwan; public independent, 
and parochial schools, colleges, and the University 
of Hawaii* 

Development of program for Conference 1* 

2* September 12-14 

Conference I, Kaimana Hotel, Honolulu for meetings 
among representatives of all concerned agencies to 
gain information about the several possible strate- 
gies of cooperation for educational research 
(including the development of a Pacific Region 
Educational Laboratory) and to test interest in 
regional cooperation* Development of a conference 
report* 

3. September 15-0ctober 15 

Task Force Study Groups meeting in various loca- 
tions for one week to gather facts about the school 
system, inventory talents and resources, develop 
comprehensive lists of problems, and write a report 
of the findings* 

4, October 15 -November 6 

Circulation and study of all reports by each 
participating agency. Visits from mainland lab- 
oratory directors* 

5* November 7 -November 8 

Conference II in Honolulu for senior officials 
of all interested agencies to decide cn the type 
of cooperation most desirable in the Pacific region 
and to take steps to initiate that type of co- 
operation* Development of a final report* 

Initial Consultation and Planning 



Initial Conference I plans actually began in anticipation of 



the approval of the U.S.O.E. request. In July all prior interested 
parties to the October 1965 Prospectus on a Pacific Region Educa- 
tional Laboratory were brought up to date on the happenings of the 
previous year. Copies of the June 1966 Request were provided 
along with copies of correspondence, memos, and other background 
information, participation in the September Conference I was 
sought from all Pacific island educational agencies, the Department 
of Defense Dependents* Schools, the Council of Overseas Schools, 
the U.S. Department of State*s Office of Overseas Schools, the 
Interior Department, the U.S. Office of Education, the South 
Pacific Commission, trans-Paeific industrial and business concerns, 
the Department of State, and the Ford Foundation. Task Force Study 
Group commitments were sought. 

Beginning on August 7th, the Project Director began a series 
of trips and consultations with educational and governmental 
officials regarding the feasibility study and their suggestions 
for Conference I. In all of these contacts he reiterated the 
purposes of the study: to (1) assess the interest in cooperation 

for research, development, and dissemination among educational 
agencies in the region; (2) gather facts about the schools, colleges. 
University, cultural agencies, and regional industries, an tne 
educational research and development talent in the region; an 
(3) consider several possible strategies for cooperation in addi- 
tion to the development of a regional educational laboratory. 

From August 7-10, the Project Director met with Dr. John 
Harold, Director of Education for Samoa and members of his* staff 
and with Acting Governor Aspinall and members of his staff. From 
August 16-18, he met with Mr. Joseph Blackstead, Superintendent, 
District I (Japan) of the Department of Defense Dependents Schools 
Pacific and Far East Department and members of his staff, with Dr. 
Melville Holmfeld, Headmaster of the American School in Japan and 
members of his staff, and with President Nobushig^ Ukai, P re si ent 
of International Christian University and members of his staff. 

Prior arrangements to visit Dependents* Schools were cleared with 
Richard R. Meyer ing^ Associate Superintendent for the Pacific and 
Far East Department. On August 19 the Project Director met with 
Mr* Harry Frey, Superintendent^ District II (Okinawa) and members 
of his staff. On August 20-21, he met with Mr. Harold Wire, 
Superintendent, American School in Taipei, and pacific and Far 
East Regional Representative of the Council of Overseas Schools. 

On August 22 he met with Mf. Roland Peterson, Superintendent, 
District III (Philippines and Taiwan), On August 24 and 26th he 
met with Dr. Antonio C. Yamashita, President of College of Guam, 
and members of his staff, with Ivan Ward Lasher, Director of Educa- 
tion for Guam and members of his staff, and with Governor Manuel 
F. Guerrero and members of his staff. On August 25-26, he met 



4 



with Mr, James Hawkins, Assistant Commissioner for Community 
Services, with Mr, George Perdew, Assistant Director of Education 
for the Trust Territories and members of his staff) and with the 
High Commissioner of the Trust Territory, Mr, W, R. Norwood, The 
Project Director returned to Honolulu on August 26th, A lengthy 
report of the consultations was prepared for limited distribution 
in the University; Suggestions for the program of Conference I 
were incorporated. Guidelines for Task Force Study groups were 
prepared, A model legal agreement was drawn up with the aid of 
competent authorities. 

Conference I 



Conference I was held in Honolulu, September 12-14, The 
following agencies were represented: Castle and Cooke, Inc,; 

Catholic Schools System; Church College of Hawaii; Council of 
Overseas Schools; Department of Defense Dependents' Schools - 
Pacific and Far East Department; Dillingham Corporation; East- 
West Center; Government of Guam; Hawaii Independent Schools 
Association; Hawaii State Department of Education; Pacific and 
Asian Affairs Council; Pi Lamda Theta; American Samoa; Trust 
Territory of the Pacific Islands; U. S. Department of State; 

U, S, Office of Education; and the University of Hawaii, The 
Conference program was designed to share information about 
existing research development and dissemination activity; to 
test interest in regional cooperation; and to acquaint school- 
men in the Pacific with one another. In some respects the mere 
holding of such a conference made history. There are no records 
of any prior meeting of all educational agencies in the Pacific, 

By the second day of the Conference it became apparent that 
the program was not permitting the growing sense of cooperation 
for a regional educational laboratory to be expressed. The partic- 
ipants formally declared their interest in the regional laboratory. 
The program was revised to permit sub-committee work on the pur- 
poses, programs, and characteristics of a regional laboratory and 
on proposed guidelines for the forthcoming Task Force Study groups. 
The participants approved of the plans to share the reports of 
the committees with all Task Force groups. 

Task Force Study Group Activity 

Task Force Study Group activity took place in the locations 
desired by the agencies involved. Each group followed the revised 
Guidelines, The Guidelines called for the following: 

1, a comprehensive list of problems facing the educational 
agency, delineating priority items for which research, 
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development,' or dissemination activities would be required 
for solution, 

2. an inventory of talent, physical facilities; special 
technical facilities; educational, cultural, scientific 
and technical agencies; key industries 

3. a summary of suggestions regarding the scope and purposes 
of organization, structure, and programs for a Pacific 
Region laboratory 

4. Basic factual data on the public and private educational 
systems to supplement those given in the October 1965 
Prospectus 

5. a systematic review of the several possible strategies 
for cooperation and- justification for support or denial 
of each possibility. The possibilities were (a) develop- 
ment of a Pacific Region Educational Laboratory, (b) in- 
volvement in an existing Pacific Coast laboratory, (c) 
submission of projects independently to the U, S,0, E, and 
others, (d) development of a federally supported research 
and development center at the University of Hawaii, and 
(e' s iik of feasibility for any cooperative action in 
the Pacific region. Conference I committee reports and 
all prior documents relating to a laboratory were distrib- 
uted to the Task Force groups. 

The Trust Territory group under the leadership of Mr, Carl 
Daeufer met in Honolulu September 16-23, with Drs, Donald Aten 
and Peter Dunn-Rahkin of EDRAD, Drs, Ian Reid and Donald Leton of 
EDRAD met with the Guam Task Force in Honolulu from September 20- 
26, The group was led by Dr. Clare Walker, College of Guam. Con- 
sultant help from the College of Arts and Sciences and stenographic 
service were available and used. The American* Samoa Task Force 
study lead by Dr. John Harold met in Pago Pago, Dr, Hubert Everly, 
Dean of College of Education, University of Hawaii, (requested as 
a consultant by Dr, Harold) and Dr, Dorothy C. Adkins of EDRAD 
met with the American Samoan Task Force. The D.O,D, Dependents 1 
Schools -Pacific and Far East Department met in Japan under the 
leadership o£ Mr, Joseph Blackstead (Japan) and William Sweet 
(Korea), Dr, David G, Ryans, Director of EDRAD, and Dr, Robert 
Potter, Assistant Dean of the College of Education met with the 
Task Force Group in Fuchu from October 3-7, 

The Hawaii Task Force group met in Honolulu from October 3-14, 
Dr, Howard McKaughan, Associate Dean of the Graduate Division of 
the University of Hawaii was Chairman, Dr, Arthur R, King, Jr, and 
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the Project Director represented the Education Research and Develop' 
ment Center with the Task Force Study. The University, public 
schools, private schools and colleges, church-related schools and 
colleges, and industry were represented consistently in the group. 

Dr. Torlef Nelson, Chairman, Division of Field Services, 
College of Education, visited the Global Company schools in 
Kwajalein Island to collect data unfilled by any other Task Force. 
Dr, Teruo Ihara, Campus Coordinator for Foreign Contracts, gathered 
data about the schools on Wake and Midway islands. The latter is 
a special contract school with the D.O.D., the former under the 
P#A#A# 

Dr. Donald Leton and Peter Bunn-Rarikin of EDRAD met with 
Department of Defense Dependents* Schools personnel and with 
representatives of American-sponsored schools in the Philippines 
at Baguio on November 3-4. 

With the exception of the Report of the Trust Territory Task 
Force, which was distributed by the High Commissioner^ Office, 
all Task Force reports were mimeographed and mailed to all Confer- 
ence I and Task Force participants and other interested parties. 
Five copies of each report were mailed to the Contract Offices. 

Pre-Conference II Activity 



After the Task Force Study Group reports were duplicated 
and mailed to all interested parties, consultant visits for Wade 
Robinson, Director of Central Midwest Educational Laboratory, and 
Richard Schutz, Director of Southwest Regional Laboratory for Educa- 
tional Research and Development, were arranged. The two consultants 
met with public, private, and parochial school leaders of Hawaii; 
with University of Hawaii arts and science faculty leaders, with 
the President of the University, with industrial representatives, 
and with the Education Research and Development Center staff. The 
experiences of the consultants were helpful in the preparations 
for Conference II. 

A revised outline for a legal agreement among parties inter- 
ested in a Pacific Region Educational Laboratory was prepared for 
Conference II development. The outline contained no proposals on 
the composition and powers of a governing board. Such proposals 
were adjudged to be the responsibility of Conference II delegates. 

Conference II 



The second and final conference on the feasibility of a 
Pacific Region Educational Laboratory met in Honolulu, November 
7-8, 1966. The following groups and educational agencies were 
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represented: Education Department of American Samoa; Catholic 

Schools of Hawaii; Department of Defense Dependents f Schools, 

Pacific and Far East Department; the College of Guam and the Depart- 
ment of Education of Guam; the Hawaii State Department of Education; 
the Hawaii Independent Schools; the Community Services and Education 
departments of the Trust Territory of the Pacific; the University 
of Hawaii; and representatives from trans -Pacific industries. Asso- 
ciate Commissioner for Research Richard Louis Bright, Miss Elinor 
Kippnes, Division of Laboratory and Research Development, and 
Richard Davis, consultant, were observers representing the U. S. 
Office of Education. 

The principal purposes of Conference II were to review the^ 
reports of the five task forces, communicate commitments regarding 
potential personnel for a laboratory, develop a Conference state- 
ment on regional problems, purposes of a regional laboratory, broad 
program areas, structure and organization of a regional laboratory 
and on the necessary agreement and procedures to establish a re- 
gional laboratory. Conference writing committees, balanced accord- 
ing to geographical interest, were established to carry out most 
of the major purposes. The final action of the Conference was to 
discuss and approve the committee reports. In so doing, the dele- 
gates voted to establish a Pacific Region Educational Laboratory 
* and adopted a series of procedures to carry out this determination,, 

Results of the Study 

% 

The results of the study can best be demonstrated by a system- 
atic answering of each of the subsidiary questions related to 
feasibility. 

The interest in regional cooperation among educational agencies 
for research, development, dissemination, and implementation is 
attested to by the. active participation of more than 100 people in 
this feasibility study, not to mention those involved in the Pros- 
pectus development in 1965. Further evidence of interest is the 
specific action of the delegates to Conference II in voting to 
establish a Pacific Region Educational Laboratory and voicing 
commitment of personnel to its proposed activities. 

The second subsidiary problem of the study was the amassing 
of relevant data on the schools, institutions of higher education, 

* the cultural agencies, and regional industries, and on the research 

and development talents in the region. While it did not seem appro- 
priate to recap it u later all such data .contained in the October 1965 
Prospectus and the Task Force Study Group Reports in this report, 
the following regional data are presented as representative of the 
* findings. 
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Table I 







Pupil 


Enrollment 












Grade Level 










Schools 










Special 


Sub- 






K 


1-6 


7-9 


10-12 


Ed 


Totals 


Totals 


Hawaii 
















Public 


13,964 


81,443 


36,401 


31,251 


2,577 


165,636 




Private 


2,506 


14,744 


4,757 


8,907 




31,254 


196,890 








(Grades 7-8) 


(Grades 9-12) 














340 
















(Ungraded) 










Department of Defense 


. 














Dependents 1 Schools 
District I; Japan 




13,403 


3,674 


1.955 


121 


19,153 




District II: Okinawa 


1,000 


6,955 


2,000 


1,300 




13,730 








2,475 
















(Grades 1- 


7) 










District III: Philippines 
















Ta iwan 












8,250 




District IV: Korea 




812 


312 


189 




1,313 




Midway Island 




227 


46 


23 




296 


42,742 


Trust Territory 
















Public 




16,436 


3,351 


1,237 




21,024 




Private 




5,005 


1,410 


379 




6,794 


27,818 


Guam 
















Public 




10,330 


3,778 


3,373 


550 


18,031 




Private 












5,970 


24,001 


American Sponsored Schools 
















in the Far East 
Private 


287 


4,218 


1 ,896 


1,402 




7,803 




An Additional 24 Overseas 
Schools Enrolling American 
Students 












3,934 


11,737 


American Samoa 












6,597 




Public 




4,173 


1,293 


1,131 






Private 




S15 


409 


171 




1 ,395 


7,992 














Grand Total 


311,180 



Table 11 



Personnel 


Schools 


Administrators 


Teachers 


Total 


Hawaii 


450 


7,396 

1,153 


7,846 


Public 

Private 


Department of Defense 








Dependents* Schools 
District 1: Japan 

District 11: Okinawa 
District III: Philippines 
Taiwan 

District IV: Korea 
Midway Island 


83 

19 

13 

6 

2 


1,346 

466 

266 

64 

14 


1,429 

485 

279 

70 

16 


Trust Territory 




876 


955 


Public 


79 


American Sponsored 








Schools in the Far East 




411 


516 


Private 


105 


American Samoa 




385 

64 




Public 

Private 




449 
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Table III 



Finance 


School 


Amount 


Hawaii 




Department of Education 
Appropriation for 1965-66 


$118,900,000.00 


Department of Defense 




Dependents' Schools 
Estimated Expenditure for 1966 


15,000,000.00 


Trust Territory 


3,967,500.00 


Appropriation for 1966 


Guam 

Department of Education 
Expenditure for 1963-64 


3,697,130.00 


American Sponsored 




Schools in the Far East 
Appropriation from Office of 
Overseas Schools for 1966 
(*This figure does not include private 
tuition payments which constitute- a 
maior portion of expendable funds.) 


467,898.00* 


American Samoa 


3*230.893.00 


Operating Budget for 1965 
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Table IV 



Fate of 1965 Graduates 


Percent 


: Planning to Engage in Listed Activities 


School 

m 


College 


Vocational 

Education 


Mili- 

tary 


Employ- 

ment 


Marriage 


Unde- 

cided 


Other 


Department of Defense 


72.3 

53.0 


3.4 

.3 


2.3 

14.0 


29.0 

J - 


.5 

2.0 


1.0 


14.0 


Dependents 1 Schools 
District II: Okinawa 

Guam 



Hawaii 
















Public 


65„2 




8.S 


13.3 




5.7 




Trust Territory 


34.7 






11.1 






6.5 

2.6 
(Unem- 
ployed) 

a 










(Private) 

11.1 

(Government) 

34.0 

(Teaching) 







incomplete statistical aaca on cne iauc ua. iu B u ©*“'*'•“** — — ~ — , 

Pacific indicate that approximately 60 percent seek and engage in further education. 
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In addition to the lists of specific persons in the Pacific 
region educational agencies who had special experience and pro- 
fessional training which would be required for laboratory opera- 
tion, a list of more than 200 scholars who could serve as re- 
sources for laboratory programs was compiled. 

The third subsidiary problem was the consideration of various 
configurations of effort for cooperative attack on the educational 
problems of the Pacific region. In the judgment of participants 
in the conferences and Task Force Study Groups, the formation of 
a regional laboratory is the most suitable course of action for 
this region. The reasons supporting such a judgment can be sum- 
marized as follows; 

Alternative I: Development of a Pacific Regi on Educational 

Laboratory 

(1) Common problems weld the areas within the proposed 
region together and differentiate the region from others in which 
laboratories have been or are being established. All participants 
are from islands. Island life produces in its peoples a sense of 
geographic isolation and awareness of the limited amount of lan 
available for all possible uses. Each island has a substantial 
share or a majority of people of Polynesian or Asian backgroun • 

Each historically has experienced successive waves of rulers, 
occupiers, or administrations which in themselves constitute waves 
of cultural differences. Each is in the process of evolving a 

new culture through blending widely divergent and inimical cultures. 
All islands in the proposed region share a common experience of 
having been or being wards of the United States. The experience 
of having had only an administrative voice in the federal govern- 
ment rather than a legislative voice in Congress is a bond 
understanding. Throughout the region transportation is difficult 
and expensive; communication is more complex and less reliable 
than in mainland areas. 

In addition, a regional relationship already exists; Hawaii 
supplies other areas of the region with teachers; government 
technicians; specialists in agriculture, transportation and educa- 
tion; and scholars in numerous disciplines. Guam and the Trust 
Territory exchange students. Dependents* School teachers and 
students transfer about the Pacific and Far East. 

(2) The responsibility of the United States to provide the 
best of modern educational facilities and techniques in areas it 
administers, that have limited educational opportunities and that 
have languages and cultures of their own or clearly distinguishable 
subcultures, requires the involvement of persons who have know- 
ledge of and insight into the cultural settings and who have 
firsthand experience in particular geographical settings. 
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(3) The largest number of persons with knowledge and 
experience about the Pacific and Far East are in the region* The 
University of Hawaii is particularly rich in scholarship regarding 
the Pacific and the Far East. The use of these human resources 
and scholarship can best be brought to bear upon the educational 
problems of the area through a Pacific Region Educational 
Laboratory. 

(4) American or American-related schools and colleges 
existing in proximity to or within foreign nations are exemplars 
of American education, and the basis of judgment of foreign 

"peoples regarding American education and society whether this is 
deserved or not, A Pacific Region Educational Laboratory, com- 
prising those schools and agencies confronted with this problem 
and aware of its international ramifications, could make meaning- 
ful contributions to relationships between the United States and 
other countries. 



(5) All preliminary discussions and studies indicate that ail 
agencies which would be part of a laboratory strongly desire the 
creation of a Pacific Region Laboratory. 

Alternative II: Involvement in an Existing Laboratory 

All interested groups rejected the idea of involvement in an 
existing regional laboratory for several reasons. 

(1) Existing laboratories have developed their own research, 
development, and dissemination programs geared to their own problems. 

(2) Administrative and research personnel already committed 
in existing laboratories could be expected to have neither the 
informed awareness of the pervasive problems of the Pacific nor the 
necessary localized experience for frontal attacks upon these 
unique problems. 

(3) A mainland laboratory would be less likely to be able to 
recruit needed new specialist personnel than a Pacific Region 
Laboratory. 

(4) The areas involved in a Pacific Region Educational Lab- 
oratory would have difficulty in gaining adequate representation 
on the governing boards which are already established. 

(5) * The distance from the mainland to the areas to be served 

is great. Pacific travel is complex and communications are limited. 
Those persons most knowledgeable about the transportation- and com- 
munication situation are to be found in the region itself. A 



